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REMARKS 

Overview 

Claims 1-39, 42-43, and 48-50 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 3, 7, 25, 31, 38, 
42, 43, and 50 have been amended. Claims 40-41 and 44-47 have been cancelled. The present 
response is an earnest effort to place all claims in proper form for immediate allowance. 
Reconsideration and passage to issuance is therefore respectfully requested. 
Issues Under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 38^1, 43, and 45-49 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ul S. Patent No. 5,983,073 to Ditzik. Claims 38 and 43 have been amended. 
Claims 40-41 and 45-47 have been cancelled. 

Claim 38 has been amended to incorporate a limitation from now cancelled claim 40. 
Thus, claim 38 now requires "a voice transceiver disposed within the body and adapted for 
communications over a voice communication network." Ditzik does not anticipate claim 38 
because claim 38 requires that a removeable card include both "a short-range transceiver 
disposed within the removeable card body and adapted for two-way communications with a 
hands free voice communication .unit" and "a voice transceiver disposed within the body and 
adapted for communications over a voice communication network." Thus, claim 38 requires two 
different types of transceivers to be present on the same removable card. Ditzik does not disclose 
such a device. At best. Ditzik, as interpreted by the Examiner, discloses the existence of 
BLUETOOTH cards and the existence of fax/modem cards. Ditzik does not disclose a single 
card that has the functionality of both a BLUETOOTH card and a fax/modem card. Therefore, 
this rejection to claim 38 must be withdrawn. As claim 39 depends from claim 38, this rejection 
should also be withdrawn. 
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With respect to claim 43, this rejection is respectfully traversed. Claim 44 has been 
cancelled and the Umitations of claim 44 incorporated into claim 43. As the Examiner has 
already recognized, the limitation of "wherein the identifier is a voice sample" is not disclosed in 
Ditzik. Therefore this rejection must be withdrawn. As claims 48-49 depend from claim 43, 
these rejections must also be withdrawn. 

Issues Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 1, 3-24, 36 and 50 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U. S. Patent No. 5,983,073 to Ditzik in view of U. S. Patent No. 6,1 12,!03 to 
Puthuff and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,933,506 to Aoki et al. These rejections are 
respectfully traversed. 

Claim 1 has been amended to require that the handsfree voice communications device 
comprises "a processor operatively connected to the plurality of input sensors, a speaker, and a 
short range transceiver operatively connected to the processor and the speaker." This rejection to 
claim 1 must be withdrawn as neither Ditzik nor Puthuff nor Aoki disclose a handsfree voice 
communication device having "a processor operatively connected to the pl urality of input 
sensors, a speaker, and a short range transceiver operatively connected to the processor and the 
speaker." As claims 3-24 depend from claim 1 , it is respectfully submitted that these rejections 
must also be withdrawn. 

Claim 36 depends from claim 3! which has been amended to require " sized and shaped 
so as not to occlude an external auditory canal of a user while transducing the bone conduction 
signal." Neither DitziknorPuthuffnor Aoki disclose this limitation. Note that as shown in FIG. 
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1 of Aoki would occlude the external auditory canal of a user. Therefore, it is respectfully 
submitted that this rejection must also be withdrawn. 

Claim 50 has also been amended to require that the handsftee device is "sized and shaped 
so as not to occlude an external auditory canal of a user." This limitation is not disclosed in 
either Ditzik or Puthuff or Aoki. Therefore, this rejection should also be withdrawn. 

Claims 25-29, 31-35, and 42 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,983,073 to Ditzik in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,933,506 to 
Aoki et al. These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Claim 25 has been amended to now require "wherein the handsfree voice communication 
unit is sized and shaped so as not to occlude an external auditory canal of a user while the 
plurality of sensors are sensing the voice sound information." Neither Ditzik nor Aoki et al 
alone or together disclose this limitation. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that this 
rejection must be withdrawn. As claims 26-29 depend from claim 25, it is respectfully submitted 
that these rejections be withdrawn as well. 

Claim 31 has been amended to require that the earpiece is "sized and shaped so as not to 
occlude an external auditory canal of a user while transducing the bone conduction signal." 
Neither Ditzik nor Aoki disclose this limitation. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that this 
rejection must be withdrawn. As claims 32-35 depend from claim 31, it is respectfully submitted 
that these rejections be withdrawn as well as well. 

Claim 42 has been amended to require "wherein the handsfree voice communication unit 
is sized and shaped so as not to occlude an external auditory canal of a user." Neither Ditzik nor 
Aoki disclose this limitation Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that this rejection to claim 42 
must also be withdrawn. 
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Claim 2 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § !03(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 5,983,073 to Ditzik in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,112,103 to Puthuff in further view of 
US. Patent No. 5,933,506 to Aoki et al. and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,982,904 to 
Eghtesadi etal. These rejections are respectfully traveled. Claim 2 depends from independent 
claim 1 which further distinguishes claim 1 from the combination of Ditzik, Puthuff and Aoki. 
In particular, claim 1 quires "a processor operatively connected to the plurality of input sensors, 
a speaker, and a short range transceiver operatively connected to the processor and the speaker." 
Eghtesadi et al doe not disclose this element either. Therefore, this rejection to claim 2 must aho 
be withdrawn. 

Claim 30 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ditzik in 
view of Aoki et al. as applied to claim 25 and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,913,196 to 
Talmor et al. Claim 25 has been amended to require "wherein the handsfree voice 
communication unit is sized and shaped so as not to occlude an external auditory canal of a user 
while the plurality of sensors are sensing the voice sound information." Talmor does not remedy 
the deficiencies of Ditzik and Aoki. Therefore , this rejection should also be withdrawn. 

Claim 44 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ditzik in 
viewofU.S. Patent No. 5,913^96 to Talmor etal. Although claim 44 is no longer pending, the 
limitations of claim 44 have been incorporated into claim 43, therefore this rejection is 
addressed. The examiner indicates that Talmor teaches an identifier that is a voice sample, citing 
to col. 5, lines 18-29, col. 7, lines 53-62, and column 8, lines 6-9. The Examiner indicates that it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
use the authentication method taught in Talmor in the computer of Ditzik as an alternative means 
for preventing an authorized user of the earpiece from communicating with the computer for 
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mrtiter «. to the wide „ „ etwork as umt by Talmof ^ ^ ^ ^ , s ^ 

— Physica, W „ f *. compuler , ^ neik ^ no( pn>vide fcr auiomatj£ ^ w 

^^^^.^^^^^^^^^ 

earse, M, may pen inpilt mcans „ teyboaKl ,„ ^ h ^ 

(co,. 8. h.a 27 . 28) . Dittik is elMriy ^ m a ^ ^ ^ ^ cMputer system 

- °PPO*d «, managing ^ . , M ^ ^ llerefore _ ^ ^ ^ 

to combine Ditzik with Talraor. 

Claim 37 has been rejected under 35 U <J r & i rn/-\ u 

oer Ui>c ~ * 103 ( a > ^ being unpatentable over U S 

Paten, No. 5,983,073 to Ditah ,„ Wc W of u s . ^ No ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
*w of US. Paten, No. 5,933.506 ,o AoW « * as apphed te cWm , ^ ^ ,„ yfew , f „ , 
Pa,en. N o.5,943324,oRameshe,ai. «. ^ Js „„„ _ 
fromciaim , which is distinguishable from the combination of Ditzik, Puthuff, and Aokt for the 
teasons previous* expre.ed. Ramesh et al is dtieeted towards mobiie aateuite cotnmunications 
and therefom does no. disciose the partictdars of the claimed earpiece.. TWore, this rejection 
to claim 37 should also be withdrawn. 

This „ aao a reoueat to extend tite period for flung a teaponse in the above-identified 
application for two month from Attest .9, 2005 «o October ,9, 2005. Applied i 5 a smaU 
entity: therefore, piease charge Deposit Account number 26-0084 the amount of K25 to cover 
•he cost of the two month extension. Any deficiency or overpayment shouid be charged or 
credited to Deposit Account 26-0084. 
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Reconsideration and aUowance is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 

JOHN D. GOODHUE, Reg. No. 47,603 
McKEE, VOORHEES & SEASE, P.L.C. 
801 Grand Avenue, Suite 3200 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309-2721 
Phone No: (515)288-3667 
Fax No: (515)288-1338 
CUSTOMER NO: 22885 

Attorneys of Record 
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